S5 Table. Risk of bias assessment
Auhor, Year Study Design |Were the | Were the | Was the DV | We Were Werethe | Were the T8 W Was folow | Were Was. Were the T8+ | Were T8+ and |Were e same |Was OM Was DM e Were sirategies |Were T8 s e DM Was the DM Were Were e T8 Risk of biais
DM and measured in |confounding [ srategies to |DM+ and | measured in | folovi up. et i appropriate.[and TB- groups| TB- matched asured ina confounding 1o dealwith |assessedina | period of nterest measued ina confounding |10 dealwith | measuredina | appropriate
DM- groups avaidand [faciors  |dealwith  |DM-free of |avaidand |ime andifnot, |address |statstical | comparable | approprately? |iderdficaton of  [standard, vasd | same way for ] the sample | settng factors confounding
simiar and [ simiarly to confounding (e incomplete | analysis + than T8+ and TB2 |and reiable viay? | T8+ and TB-? meaninglul? cloary defined? |describedin  [way? way?
recnited [ assign factors | statof he. suficient 0 [reasons o |folowup  |used? [ presence of T8| for T8+ and TB-2. detail? the candition?
from the [ peaple to sated? sty (orat e o ssto | ulized? n cases or
same both DM+ the moment enoughor | follow up ence of T8
popuiation? |and DM- of OM)? 78 10 oceur?| described ncontrols?
groups? and
explored?
isihbare, se coniol = e - = = = = - - = ow sk of bias
citathanen 2016 nse canwol 5 s 3 = 5 s s s 0y s o sk of s
a2 ase convol s e < s s s s < n s ow sk of bias
uskin 1904 nse canwol 3 o = ciear eiear s s 0y iear s o s of ins
o 2014 ase convol < e s s s s s n s s owisk ol
ms 201 nco canmol 3 o s s 3 = = s iniear = [
avis 2017 ase convol < o - < < e ow sk of bias
o1 nco canwol s o = 3 = = = = iniear = o sk of s
iraidsdonie 2015 ase convol o o o < - Bias
inssain 2014 nco canwol 3 o 3 = = 3 3 s s 3 o sk of i
[Jick 2006 ase convol < e < - - ow sk of bias
\wcov. Srvicove P01 nco canmol 5 s = 3 eiear s = s = s o sk of s
212014 ase convol < e - < < owiskcof bias
e o0 nco canwol 3 o = = = = = = = = o sk of s
ecnnard 7011 ase convol < e - - - owriskcof bias
ot 100> nco canwol 3 o s s s = = iciear = = 7y
dishimye 2017 ase convol < e o o o e - i sk of bins
ins Ménier 1357 nco canwol 3 o = s s 3 3 s iiear 3 o sk of bins
ereira_2016 ase convol < e - - - r ow sk of bias
o 7006 nco canwol 3 o = = = 3 3 e iiear = o s of i
Shimouch 2070 ase convol < o - - - r ow sk of bias
Vinew o015 nco canwol 3 o s s s s = s iiear s [
Zhussioy. 7016 ase co < e o o o r =y
Golb, 2015 ohort Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves ot Yes wiiskof bias
onicaie
Kim, 1695 Conort Unclear | Yes Ves No ot Uncear [ Ves Yes Unclear |Uncear [ Yes Moderate risk of bias
sonicable
o 7017 o Vo Vox 7 Vox 7 Vox 7 Vox 7 = Vor Tow ko s
Lee. 2014 Cobort Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Not Yes Lowriskof bias
nicaie
Toe 7016 Cobor es Yes Ves Yes Ves Yes ox Yes Unciear[uncienr _[ves Tow sk of bias
Leurg, 2008 Cohort Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Not Yes Lowriskof bias
onicatie
Cin. 2017 Conort Ves Yes Ves Yes Ves Ves Ves Yes Ves Not Ves Lowrskof bias
onicaie
Tin 5070 oo [y Vox 7 Vox [y Vox [y Vox Tincioar—[no Vor [
Peaing, 2015 Cohort Yes Yes. Yes Yes. ves Yes. ves Yes. Not Yes Lowriskof bias
catie
Shen, 2014 Cotart Yes Yes Vs No ot Yes Vs Yes Urclear [Uncear _[Ves Wioderate risk of bias
aonicabie
e 7017 ex o = = = = = = “ow sk of b
o 5017~ hiahetes s s s s s o sk of has
iaton 2018 - Prerinheres s e s = s es s es ow sk of bins
ren 7008 s o Tineioar s n n s
st lensen 7012 o o s = s s s = hias
el 516 s s s s s o sk of s
hwchamenoom 2015 s e incear = s = s s owiskcof hias
T s s s s s o sk of has
2017 s e incear s s s s = owiskcof hias
014~ Aeia TR s s s s s o sk of has
2014-1 7RI s e s = s s s s owisicof hias
S Norsha 2017 s s s s s o sk of b
oo 2014 s e incear = s = s s owiskcof hias
wann oM s s s s s o sk of has
Wardani 2018 s e o o s o o o
Wi onn7 s s \inciear s 73 73 hias




